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SUMMARY

In this lleply to Oppositions and Comments to Petitions for J.leconsideratin, SBC

Communicationa Inc. responds to the arguments ofparties requesting that the CommiuioR

promulgate regulations that are inconsistent with the letter and spirit of the Telecommunications

Act of 1996 and at variance with the record in this proceediRl. u tOIlows:

• The Commiuion's defiftitioR of"joint mark.." it unduly narrow. The ComnUIion
should recoRIider the Non-arcouetiaa W'tpnk,..,.- egd 0r4« _adopt
A.memech, BellSouth, and US W.'sllJUlMl*, bodt in the application ofSectioa 271(e)
.. SectioD 272(&), that Conareu inteNlecI that the term "markeUna" iAclucIe IMICh more
than "sales."

• The Commission should reconsider the requirement that only 1 SectioR 272 aftiIiate may
perform "operating, inltillation, and mainteMnce" tiuIctioAs auociated with switchiRI Mld
trlDllDisaion facilitiea owned by 1 Section 272 aftiIiate or obtIiDed by 1 Section 272
aftiliate from a provider other than the DOC. Section 272 does not IOvem the relationlhip
between the DOC and a non-Section 272 aftUiate or between 1 non-BOC, non-Sodioo
272 aftililte and a Section 272 aftiIiate. Moreover, the sharina of services IIIlORI aftiIiates
meota tile policy rationlJe the Commission hal invoked no less than the rolea the
Commission baa adopted.

• The Commission should reconsider the requirement that a BOC's out-of-reaioo
. iRterLATA iftformatioa .-vices be provided tlvOUjJh a Section 272 .ftUiete. Sec&ioa
272(1) requires separation for "[a] Bell opentiDa compuy (indudiRa lIlY "'liMe) thIt it_oct to the reqpiremMt. ofSoctjgo 2S1(c)." Where I DOC or BOC aftitiate ia not
opentiDa "subject to the requiremeatl ofSedioB 2S1(c)," that is, IS an ILEC in I

partiaIIar area, DO Section 272 separate aftiJilte requirements apply at all. Where a BOC
or a DOC aftUiate is opec..Mi. of its H..EC territory, DOM of ita .-vices islUbject
to Section 272 separate atIWate requirements.

• Coatrary to the arguments stated in the TUDe Warner Ptti&ioR and supported by Cox
Cable, the 1996 Act does not require that video prolfllRll'inl be provi4ed through a
separa&e aftiIiate. Video proarammina service. are not "interLATA iDfOl1llltioa services"
and are not subject to Title n reaulation.

• The Commiaalon should reject the imposition ofacWitional reportiAa requirements upon I

BOC and its Section 272 alitiates.
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

WuIIiapoa, D.C.

In the Matter of

ImplemefttatioA of the NoR-Accountina
Safeguards of Soctions 271 and 272 ofthe
CommuaicatioRI At;t of 1934, U ameRdecI;

llegulatory Treatment ofLEC Provision
ofInterexchaD&e Services Originating in the
LEC's Local Exchange Area
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)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

CC Docket No. 96-149

SDe COMMlJNICATIONS INC.'S REPLY TO COMMENTSIOPPOSITIONS
TO PET1DONS roB RECONlWEBAUQN

sse Communicationa IRe. ("SBC"), on behalfofits subsidiaries and 1ftiIiatea, reapectfblly

submitl ita B.epIy to the Commeata and Oppositiolls to certaiIl Petitions for~ iB.the

above-captionod proceeding.l

L INTRODUCTION

As set forth in its Oppotitioft, SBC advocates that the Commiuion recotlIicler the Nm1:

TelecommunicatiODS Act of 1996 (the "1996 Act") lAd the record in this proceedina. The

Commission should reject petitions for reconsideration that propose changes that are inconsiatent

with the tennI ofeither the 1996 Act or the Communications Act of 1934 or which lie not

1Ia tho MItt..of"""""'" oltbc NoD=kt!M'eWaa Stfcauerda orS«tiw 271 eM
272 oetlte Q>pvpUljptjou Act or 1934. u Amrded, cc Docket No.~149, Fint lleport ...
Order, FCC No. 96-419 (released~ 24, 1996).
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supponecIlty the record ill this proceediJls.

n. DISCUSSION

A. mE COMMISSION SHOULD ADOPT A BllOAD£Il, NOT NAlUlOWER,
DEF1NITION QF "MARKETING" AND APPLY II CONSISTENTLY

1. JOINT MAllKETING ENCOMPASSES A WEALTII OF ACTIVITIES,
Born BEFORE, DURING, AND AFTER. mE INITIAL SALE

The Commission's definitioa of"joint marketing" is undWy narrow.2 AI a startiDa point,

the Commiuion', concluaion that permiaIible, exclusive joint marketina under SectioIl212(a)(3)

includes customer inquiries lAd sales it appropriate.3 HoweY«, the scope ofthe concept of

"marketing" militates that the Commillion adopt Ameriteeh, BeIISouth, and US West's

arguments, both in the application ofSection 271(e) and Section 272(8), that Congreaa intended

that the term "marketina" incWde much more than "sales."

AI the Commission bas acImowledpcl in other eoatexta, the telecommunicati

marketiaa wave of the ilture is the "one-Itop shop.'~ProponeAts of the ORe-stop Ihop recopize

that customer relationships are much more than pubIiIhed advertising leading to individual sales.

1BIteId, customer care, including the ongoing sale ofadditional services to existing customers, the

simplicity ofa sift&le bill for all ofthe services offered, and a single point-of-eontact for

maintenance, repairs, aud information are the heart ofthe perpetual cycle ofcustomer~

and additioMl .... The canier that failt to provide satisfactory service to a CODal" will 100ft

~ at 7; US West at 14-15.

~QA:Accouotina Safe&\Wda First llcport and Order at 1296.4. e.g., In the v.u- oftbc N!aH'mMi ofthc CgmmjyjM's Bilk! tofl.'"
ComJc;tWY' SMyicc sa'cauvd• for LgcalEx.,.. <;an;or Pmyiajgp AfC?"MD"JiieJ )lgbjlc
"00 S«uiAt J.....,tjgp ofsm. 60100 -tho I ........iO" Ad Af 1996, ,nd
hrIiw 222 .. 2Jl~) oftlJc CO'IPIIJirMiw Nit oll934, Notice ofPropoled bIemakin&
WT Docket No. 96-162 at '51 (releued Au.. 13, 1997).
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.. replaced tty IftOther carrier that does provide such service.

In a competitive market, the proviJion ofservi<:e--incIu "cuatoIMr care"-hqueRtly,

ifnot alway&, implicates the marketina of service, and all cuitomei' contacts with the carrier and

its aervice 'ill provide joint muketiaa opportunities. Whether the coatact is u simple u pickiBa

up the telephone and Bettina reliable dialtone, or succeutWly navipting an advanced feature

adjunct to the basic telephone service, or speaking with an operator to place • call, or consistently

bciR& able to obtain iDfonnatioa about or the repair of. service, oadt eaables interaction between

the carrier and cuatomer that caB lead to Idditioaal ales.

At iuue, therefore, ia not whetber joint mll'ketina..tab place, but what actUIUy

occurs. Ifa customer uses operator service to place a call, he or she may be interested through

interaction with an operator in obtainina • calling card~ ifa customer finds a "Call Waiting"

feature to be UIefUl, that CUltomer's inquiry may lead to the purchue of conference caD service.

Customer" inquiriea suchaa, "Why woa't my phone do X?" may lead to the c.leveAopment ofjust

IUCh a .-vice. Ally rule that aelocts certain customer cootIdI or muketiaa aetivitiellDd

decrees them otrlimits to "joint marketing" artificially limits competitioa in the

~ industry. Joint marketing is joint marketiRg, "regardless ofwhen that sale

takes pIKe relative to other sales that have been made to the customer," U tons u the COIlIUIMI'

il • C1.IItOmer ofone ofthe "joint marketers" or the activity intonded to advlRCe the CIUIe ofjoint

marketing or ....s

The CommiaIioa. Ihould uk, "Doel the activity provide or iavolve • marketin& or sales

opportunity1" Ifsuch 1ft opportuBity exists, then BOC/Section 272 aftjljate activities necessary to

make such Ul opportunity • success must be permitted. Such activity should be permitted

SAmeritech at 25.
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reprcBeu ofwhether it occurs before or after the initial sale.

2. CONGllESSIONAL INTENT REQUIIlES lHAT A BIlOAD
DEfINITION OF "MARKETING" BE .APPLIED IN THE CONTEXT
OF SECTION 271(e)

plrity in joint markotina opportunities it the apreu intent ofthe Order.' Once • BOC

affiliate is authorized to offer in-rejJion-originatins, iDteILATA teIecommunicati .-vices in •

given state, nothing in the 1996 Act limits the ability ofboth BOCs and IXCs to market to their

existing customer base on an onsoina basis. Howev., as Congress points out in the Senate

Report to S.652, the joint marketing riPts araated under the termI ofthe 1996 Ad. are intended

"to provide for parity among competing industry sectorS.,,7 Consistent with this ifttcmt, any

Commistion order on joint marketing must pennit a BOC and its Section 272 affiliates to market

in. the same manner as IXCs, post-relief Moreover, there can be no parity ifthe large IXCs can

avoid the preseat joint marketing restriction by selling a single service to a customer, foUowed

immediately by the otferina, in a sinale transaction, ofbundled reaold Io<:al and lons-distanee

services, while the BOCa are ItiU prohibited from providina iMerLATA service.

larae, iRcumbent interexchu\ge carriers ("IXCs") after an initial sale are "joint marketing.'"

SectioIt 271(e) precludes larle IXCs fromjointJy marketing resold local service with lo8a diltMce

service. There is notbing in that section that limits the customers, or potential customer.. to which

'Nop-A".ountma SR.-.Firat llepart gd Order It 1291.

'S.llep. No. 652, 104th Cong., 1st Sell. 23 (1995).

'Us Welt Petition at 5-6. NOQ-ArsQIJptiQa Sa....Figt llepart pd Oed« at t271­
12. The Commiuion delineated activities that it determined to be joiDt I'RIIbtitta witlU the
purview ofSoction 271(e)(I). 1'hoIe iJdaldecl, but were not limdecI to, such thiBp u .....
raold 1ocI1 service with lona-cliltaftce service, seUiDI both services ill a IinIIe~
proWlina a cIiIeouRt ifa customer purchases both services, C0RditioRiRa the purchue ofORe

service Oft the purchase ofthe other, and offering both services as a Iiaale, combined product.
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the IXCs' IMI'btiaa is reltrided. A. AmIritech ItateI, "(T)he Act makes no distiRction betw..

joint mark.... that occurs u part ofan initial sale or after such sale.'"

3. A BROAD DEFINITION OF "MARKETING" IS EQUALLY
APPLICABLE IN THE CONTEXT OF SECTION 272(&)

The Commission's separation ofpost-initial-sale "customer care" ftom "joint marketing"

adVlAtagel IXC. It the expense ofthe BOCa in contradictioD to the legislative history ofthe 1996

Act. lO This is not, however, the only infirmity in the Commiuion's description oftile scope of

"joiftt marketinl." The Commission's fiilure to interpret "joiM marketing" for BOC. lAd their

Section 272 affiliates in a manner that includes planning, desip, and product development

activities fails, again, to recognize the common definition ofmarketing. Products are not

"discovered" in a vacuum. Instead, they are developed in response to customer demand, which is

itIelfa result of the customer's purchue lAd interaction with existing services. A. US Welt avers,

''In ordinary usage, marketing is not constrained as the Commission has concluded. Any

iateUigent 'marketing' requires a predicate product concept, product design, product

deve1oplDeat, and product management."u This process is not linear, but is inatead iRteractive

or cyclical, and the Commiuion should not globally exclude it ftom ''joint marketing." The

Commiuion Mould, instead, apply a defiRition of"joint marketing" similar to that uaecl in buIiReu

and academic circles to include all ofthe elements ofproduct development, sales, and cuJtom.er

'Ameritedllt 24.

•OJoiat muleetina is a reItrietiOft upoA the larae IXCs, .. limitatiou ill ita scope expucIt
the IXC.' pcrmiuibIe activitiea; joint marketing is a fteedom for BOCs, and limitatioos on its
scope limits the BOCs' pemiuible activities.

uUS West at 15; See also BellSoutR It 9-10.
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care.

B. OPERATIONAL INDEPENDENCE IS NOT DlVES1'ITURE; THE
CONMISSION'S IlULES NEED NOT BE OVEllBUD..T wrm ADDITIONAL,
EXTIA-STATUTOI.Y llEQUIREMENTS AND SHOULD PEltMlT
GluTEI. SHAlUNG Ol·SfJlVICES

AI, sac pointed out in ita Comments, and u other putieI have echoed, AT.T ..Mel

woulcl have the Commission recoRlider ita parameters for operational independence and impoae

restrictioRi approaching a de facto divestiture standard. In the context ofSection 272(b), the

phrase "operate independently" mull have limited mcaning.l1 Usina no more persuasive

IIlJUmeBts than they used in the URderlying proceeding, ATelT and MCI invoke the phantasms of

cro.....subsidy and discrimination-.... ofwbich the CommiuioR considered ill writiaa the Oreler.

The Commiuion's determination of the requirements ofoperational independence set forth in the

Order already exceed the termI ofthe 1996 Act;13 they need not be enhanced.

AI, US West argues, AT&T's coot_ion that operational independence requires the

1ayerina ofSection 274(b)'s requirements OR top ofthose set forth in Section 272 is simply

wrong.•• Akhouah each sectioo requires, euentially, that a BOC and its Section 272 or Sectioo

274 eftitil. be operated iBdopendendy, the overlap ofcertain stetutory Iangueae and the

0IIIiasi0n ofother languaae compels the coaclusion that COBIfess detennined that the iAterLATA

servic:el1ACI maaufacturina induItries required the imposition ofa different-and leu-Itringent--

quantum ofoperational independence than the electronic publiahins induItry.l'

Moreov_, contrary to the DOftIeJlIical contentions ofMCI, operatioaal~ in

11S. Ex Parte Letter ofSBC (November 14, 1996).

I'lL

1•.s.~ US West at 3-5.

1'1d.,
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the context ofSection 212 activities does not implicate utt«Iy unauociatecl operatiou.1f

Appropriately or not, the Commiuion analyzed the statutory requiremeAts ofSectiott 212(h)

against the historical context ofthe BOC Scpmtjgp. Qrdcrl1 and the Computer n VlQII Or'"
and applied a strinpnt operatioMl independence requirement.It At the same time, bocIuae ofthe

fUrther ....... ofSection 272 and other IeCtionI ofthe 1996 Ad, the Commiuion recopized

that notwithItaDdina any risk ofdiaaimiDation or crou-subIidy speculated to exist, and contrIIy

to the arguments of AT&T and Mel, Conaresa intended the Ibarina ofservicel and the

integration ofbusiness activities.- No leaaer reading of Section 272 is possible.

I'S. Mel at 4-10; _ GQIll,{J US West at 5-11.

1'In the Men.ofr. ,get Ru)- CO!!M!1!jjw the FumiNiDa ofCu.O!W prejp
EQuipmcpt Enbenrfd Sondra and CcJ1uJar CO'J"D"'icItigpt $«vim Ix 1W1 0MJtinI
Campapim CC Docket No. 83-115,95 F.C.C.2.d 1117 (released December 30, 1913) (-aoc
SoIwMioM Orderll

).

l'Ia the Matter ofthc AmrgJmcpt ofScqion 64 702 oftbc Cgmmjyion'l Bn). apd
I.nl,'.' (Soropd Cooapyt« 1pquM:)1, CC Docket No. 20128, Final Order, 77 F.C.C.2d 384
(1910)("<;0111"'"n Fe' <lrdc").

1'T1aue stude the requirelMRtl that:

(a) the BOC lAd ita section 272...M precluded from
joiady oWDinl switchitIa or VI8InUIioIl facilities or the
Iud or buildings where tho. facilities are located;

(b) "a sectioJl272 affiliate be precluded from performing
operating, inst.11atiofl, &Ad maintellMCe t\mctions
uaociated with the BOCa facilities"· and,

(c) "a BOC or any BOC afIiliare, other than the section
272 aftYiete itself, be precluded from performina operatiaa,
instillation, or maiAteMRCe imctioaa lIIOCiated witIl the
faoilitics that the section 272 amlgte owns or leueI from
a provider other than the DOC with which it is afiiated."

IL, lSI.

~"nyptjnaSal..... First Report and Order at ft 162, 167-161, 171-110.
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AI both US Welt aDd BcrISouth W'p, the Commiasion should recouicIer the requirement

that "operatina. _Illation, and maiD&eRance" tUactiou usociated with switehina aad

traDBiuion ticiIitiea owned by a Section 272 alUiate or obtaiDed by a Section 272 afIiJiate from

a provider other than the BOC may only be performed by a Section 272 affiliate. AI the

Commiuion acknowledaea, Section 272 does DOt govern the relationIbip between the BOC and a

non-SectioD 272 Iftiliate or between a AOB-BOC, IlOD-SectioIl272 affiliate and a Section 272

affiIiate--except by means of the Commiuion's operational indepeDdeDce conatruct.21 Permitting

the tharirJ& ofaerviees among lit non-BOC affiliates, at a minimum, moetI the policy rationale the

Commiuion has invoked in favor of its restrictions on the tharirJ& of services, u well u the policy

it has memorialized in the Order. Moreover, there is no basi. in the languaae of Section 272 from

which to restrict non-BOC aftiliate relationlhip•.22 The Commission should reject the arguments

ofAT&T and Mel and modify its definition of"operate independently" by eIiminatina the

restriction upon non-BOC affiliates' performance ofoperating, installation, or maintenance

fi.lactiona OIl the switchina and traRImiuioo ticiIitiea ofSection 272 afIiIiates.

C. SECTION 272 DOES NOT REQUIIlE A SEPAllATE AFFILIATE FOIl THE
PllOVISION OF OUI-OF-BRGION INFOIMATION SERVICES

Without delving iAto the detail oftheir positions, SBC advocates the ...., result u

BeIlSouth aDd US West: The Commission should determine that Sections 271 and 272 do not

require that out-of-region interLATA information services be provided through a separate

aftiIiate. The specific terms ofSection 272(a) require separation for "[a] Bell operatinl compaIlY

(induclina lAy atIiIiate) that is1._ to tho rcqpirC!!JW!t' ofSMPsm 251(<<;)." (emphuia added).

21NQA:Acmuotina S....wda'jot Ileport epd Order at " 182. 163.

nus West at 9-10.
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....carrier" (Ill "lLEC") is detiaecl ill Sectioa 251(h) u:

(I) DEFINITION.-For purpoIeI ofthi. section, the term "incumbent local exdump
canier" means, with respect to an area, the local exchanae carrier that -

(A) on the date ofeoactment oftile Telecommunications Ad of 1996, provided
telephone exchange IeI'Vice in such area; and

(B)(i) on IUCh date ofenactmeIlt, wu deemed to~ • member ofthe excbuae carrier
auoeiatioR punuaat to section 69.60I(b) of the CommiuioR'. regulatioM (47
C.F.R. 69.60I(b); or

(ii) it • perIOD or entity that, on or.. lUCIa date ofenactment, became • IUCCeIlOr

or assign of1 member described in clause (i) ....23

To the extent • BOC or DOC affiliate is not operatina "subject to the requirementl ofSection

251(c)," that is, IS an ILEC in. particular area, no Section 272 separate affiliate requirements

apply at all. In other words, to the extent that 1 DOC or • DOC affiliate is operatina Qutajdc ofits

ILEC territory, DQ8C ofits services it subject to Section 272 separate affiliate requiremeRts.24

The Commission's interpretation of Section 272(1) has divorced the piece puts of Section

272 from Sections 251(c) and (h). Thia construction leads to. result that is not supported by Illy

There i. little or 110 prospect for either diIcrimiDatioo or uou-lUblidization NtweeR • DOC ud

23 SectioR 251 also perIRits the treatmeRt of"comparable carriers" IS ILECs in certain
circumstancel.

24 TIU it couiltoat with tile CORIIIIiuioR'.~ ift CC Docket No. 96-21. Ia...1M
MJu" Mid Opttill <;owe. fro";-..0ut.Qf-'.e lJimt.c W..etc kvka
Ileport lAd 0nIer, FCC 96-211, CC Dodcet No. 96-21 (released July I, 1996).~ the
specific coatext oCtile Ileport IIId Order ill CC Docket No. 96-21 wu whether to repIate DOC'.
providina OlIt-of-reaion iatorLATA sorvicea u domiAant or non-dominut, the Commi.1km M&ed
that, punuaat to the terms ofSectioft 271(0)(2), "the 1996 Ad does not require 1 IJOC to obtain
CommiuioR authorization prior to oft"erin& out-of-resion, interstate, jntcrLAIA wvirM."
(emphasis a4cled). Under the lleport lAd Order, the only contequeACe of. DOC ofFaiIt& out-of­
resion, "iRt«LATA services" would be subject to the DOC to "dominant carrier" regulation.

9
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ita ilRerLATA a8Ui1tes, mudt lou those that operate out-of-rqion.25 The CoRniuioa should DOt

require that out-of...... iRformation M1'Vic:e11M oft"erecI tIIrouP a.......'te.

D. THE 1996 ACT DOES NOT &EQUlIE THAT BOCS PROVIDE VIDEO
pllOGBWMJNG THllOUGH A SflAllATE AffiLIATE

Time Wamer contend. in its Petition that video proaramminl i. regulated under Sections

271 and 272 in the same manner as any otMr DOlH1ectronic pubIiahina information service .. i.,

therefore, subject to the separate aftUiate requirements of Section 272.:Ifi Contrary to the

II'pments stated in the Time Warner Petition and supported by Cox Cable, the 1996 Act doeIllOt

require that video programming be provided through a separate aftiliate.

As Ameritech points out,

(1) Whether iaterLATA or intraLATA, video prolflJDlDing services are not, by
definition, information aervices;11 and

(2) The Time Wamer cWiaitioa ofvideo pr.......... ..-viGea curaot he reconciled
with the Commiuioa's definition ofiRterLATA information servieeI.21

Moreover, as BellSouth points out, even ifvideo programming services coukl bo twisted iBto the

form ofIII iBterLATA aervice, they would be, nonetheless, exempt from the separate aftiIiate

roquirfllDlfttl ofSectioa 272. Sectiona 27I{J)(I)(A) and (h) exprealy include "a Bell operatina

company('.]" cIic'ect interLATA provision ofvideo prolflJRlRing. together with lIlY neceslary

trInsIRiuion services. as "incMIental" iRterLATA services. SecUon 272(a)(2)(B)(i) theft exempts

"iDcideAtai interLATA services described in parqrapbs (1), (2), (3), (5), and (6) ofSection

25k SOC COIIlIMIlt. and lleply CommeBts and Aftidavit ofR.ichard Schmalenaee (filed
as an. DIU& presentation November IS, 1996). SIC &1m SBC Comments and lleply Comments
in CC Docket No. 96-61.

:MiJime Warner Petition at 4.

11Ameritoch at 21-22.

-w.. at 23 UiWD& Order at,II5).
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271(g)" from Section 2721
• iepaOte affiliate requirements. No Section 272 affiIiatet therefore, i.

required.-

FmaUy, u US West poiRta out, "(t]he Iimitatiou on 1 DOC'. proviaioa ofiDterLATA

informatiOR service. are exdusively 1 concept ofTitle n reauJation.... [while) 1 DOC'.

provision ofvideo programming, u such, i. governed solely by Title VI ofthe CommuaicatioM

Ad.,,]I First, video propIIRIIIina via opeD video syItem i. excluded &om Title II repIatioa by

Section 6S3(c)(3). Second, video proaramanina ofall other 1011I iJ excluded from Title II

reauJation by Section 651(1). Tide llt i&cluding the requirements ofSection 272, is simply

inapplicable.

E. AllGUMENTS THAT ADDITIONAL :REPOllTINGlWQUlllEMENTS
SHOrn.» BE IMPOSEn ON RECONSIDERATION ARE MISPLACED

TIlA follows the lead ofMCI and ATciT in advocating the imposition ofaddiboftIl

reporting requirements upon a DOC and ita Section 272 a-atea.Jl As SBC pointed out ill ita

Opposition, theBe arguments should be addressed-and ultimately dismissed. Even ifthe exilting

reporting requiremeBts are iftIufticient, this iuue should be addreued pursuant to the pending

Further Notice.

m. CONCLUSION

»seIsouth at 2-3.

-US West at 16-17.

:nTllA at 12-14.

II



DIte: April 16, 1997

SBC COMMUNICATIONS INC.

lAMES D. ELLIS
:ROBERT M. LYNC
DAVID F. BROWN
175 E. Houlton, Room 1254
San Antooio, TX 78205
(210) 3SI·3478

LucaLE M. MATES
PATlUCIAL.C. MAHONEY
llANDALL E. CAPE
140 New Montgomery Street, Room 1525
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 545-7183

ATTORNEYS FOR SBC COMMUNICATIONS INC.

DUllWAIm D. DUPIlE
MAllY W. MAllKS
One Bell Center, :Room 3520
St. Louis, Miuouri 6310I
(314) 331-1610

ATTOJ.NEYS FOIl SOUTHWESTERN BELL
TELEPHONE COMPANY
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Curie P. St", hereby certify that the copiea ofdle beJoiaI "sac
COMM1JNICATIONI INC.'S UPLY TO COMMEN'isIoPPOSlTIONS
TO PETITIONS lOa UCONSIDDATION" ill CODIleGtioD with die Firat 1tIport ..Order
in CC Docket No. 96-149 w.e .-ved by hand or by fint-dut U..Statea Mail, pott.
prepaid, upon the partiea appeariD& on the attldled .-vice lilt thiI 16th day ofApril, 1997.

By:~I?~
CAlUUE P. STACKER
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I.BGINA:KEENEY CHIEF
COMMON CAlUUBll BuaEAU
FEDEllAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1919 M SnEET NW &OOM 500
WASHINGTON DC 20554

MAIlX C ROSENBLUM
AT&TCORP .
295 NOIlTii MAPLE AVENUE
BASXING1UDGE NJ 07920

LESLA LFJITONEN
CALIFOllNIA CABLE TELEVISION
ASSOCIATION
4341 PIFDMONT AVENUE
POBOX 11010
OAKLAND CA 94611

DAVEECRET
SPECIAL ASSISTANT FOR
TELECOMMUNICATIONS AND UTILITIES
OFFICE OF THE GOVEllNOIl
NOIlTHERN MAllIANA ISLANDS
CAPITOL HILL
SAlPAN MPIUSE 96950

DANAFlUX
PAMELA AllLUK
COUNSEL FOIl EXCEL TELECOMMUNICATIONS
SWIDLEll & BElUJN CHTD
3000 X STREET NW SUITE 300
WASHINGTON DC 20007

DONALD J :aUSEU
t\N1'lD.UST DlVISION
US DEPAIlTMENT OF JUSTICE
555 4TH Sl'IEBT NW SUITE 1104
WASHINGTON DC 20001

HEIlTA nJCKEIl
ASSOCIATION OF TELEMESSAGING
SBllVICES lNT'L
1200 19TH STIlEET NW
WASHlNGTON DC 20036

PETEll AR.TH JIl
CALlFOllNIA PUBLIC UTllJTIES COMMISSION
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94102

GENEVIEVE MORELLI
COMPETITIVE TELECOMMUNICATIONS
ASSOCIATION
1140 CONNECTICUT AVENUE NW
WASHINGTON DC 20036

CYNTHIA B MU,IER
FLOlUDA PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
2540 SHUMARD OAK BOULEVARD
TALLAHASSEE FL 32399-0150



DANEL L BllENNEIl
NATIONAL CABLE TELEVISION ASSOCIATION
INC
1rn MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE NW
WASHINGTON OC 20036

BLOSSOM APEJlETZ
NEW HFJlSEY DMSION OF THE llATEPAYER.
ADVOCATE
31 CLINTON STltEET 11m FLOOR.
NEWARK NJ 07101

SAUL FISHEll
NYNEX
1111 WESTCHESTER AVENUE
WHITE PLAINS NY 10604

LEON MKESTENBAUM
SPIlINTCOIlPOllATION
llSO M STllEET NW SUITE 1110
WASHINGTON OC 20036

CHAIU.ES HUNTEIl
COUNSFL POll TELECOMMUNICATIONS
IESEIJ ,FJlS ASSOCIATION
HUNTEIl & MOW PC
1620 I STREET NW SUITE 701
WASHINGTON OC 20006

CHAaLES D OIlAY
NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF
UGULA.TOI.Y UTILITY COMMISSIONEIlS
1201 CONSnnJTION AVENUE NW
SUITE 1102
WASHINGTON DC 20044

MAlJlUiBN 0 Hm MER
NEW YOIX STATE DEPAllTMENT OF
PUBLIC SEllVICE
THREE BWPIIlB STATE PLAZA
ALBANY NY 12223

BETTYDMONTGOMERY
ANN E HENICENE1l
PUBUC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF OIDO
PUBLIC UT1LITJES SECTION
180 EAST BIlOAD STREET
COLUMBUS OR 4321S

MATTHEW J FLANIGAN
TELECOMMUNICATIONS INDUSTRY
ASSOCIATION
1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
SUITE 31S
WASHINGTON DC 20044-0407

TERESA MARREllO
TELBPOllT COMMUNICATIONS GROUP INC.
ONE TELEPORT DRIVE
STATEN ISLAND NY 10311



ENCARNITA CATALAN-MAIlCHAN
'fELEPONICALAJ.GA DISTANCIA DE
PUBIlTO lUCO INC
NEnO OFFICE PAaX
BUILDINGNO I STREET NO 1
GUAYNABO PR 00922

MAllY MCDERMOTf
UNITED STATES TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION
1401 H STIlEET NW SUITE 600
WASHINGTON DC 20005

ALBEIlT HALPIUN
COUNSEL POll YElLOW PAGES
PUBLISHEllS ASSOCIATION
HALPIUN TEMPLE GOODMAN AND SUGRUE
1100 NEW YORK AVENUE NW
SUITE650E
WASHlNGTON DC 20005

DIANESMlTH
AU.TEL COllPOIlATE SERVICES INC
655 15m SnEETNW SUITE 220
WASHlNGTONDC 20005-5701

MADELYN M DEMATTEO
SOUTHEllN NEW ENGLAND TELEPHONE
COMPANY
227 CHUllCH STREET
NEW HAVEN CT 06506

BlUAN CONBOY
COUNSEL POll TIME WA.IUmR CABLE
WUJ.JOB PAU..t GALLAGHER
nuum LAfAYETTE CENTllE
1155 21ST STl.EET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20036

llurH SBAKEIl-BATTIST
VOICE-TEL
S600 WISCONSIN AVENUE SUITE 1007
CHEVY CHASE MD 20815

GAIL L POLIVY
GTE
1150 M STREET NW SUITE 1200
WASHINGTON DC 20036

DAVID COSSON
NATIONAL TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE
ASSOCIATION
2626 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WASHlNGTON DC 20037

RICHAlID M TETTELBAUM
CITIZENS UTll.JTIES COMPANY
1400 16m STREETNW SUITE 500
WASHlNGTON DC 20036



WAYNE ALEIGHTON
U"IIZENS lOll A SOUND ECONOMY
P6UNDATION
1250 H STUET NW SUITE 700
WASHINGTON OC 20005

MATTHEW W BllOWN
WEST VDLGlNIA DEPAIlTMENT OF
ADWlNlS'BATION
STATE CAPITOL
CHAllLESTON WV 25305

1l00000T B MCKENNA
USWBSTINC
1020 19TH STREET NW
SlJITE 700
WASHINGTON:OC 20036

FIONA J BllANTON
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY INDUSTRY
COUNSEL
1250 EYE STREET NW SUITE 200
WASHlNGTON:OC 20005

aoBEllT D COlLET
COMMEllCIAL INTEllNET EXCHANGE
ASSOCIATION
1751 PINNACLE DlUVE ##1600
MCLEAN VA 22102

1UCHAl\D 1METZGE1l
ASSOCIATION FOIl LOCAL
TEI..ECOMMUNICATIONS SEllVICES
1200 19'1lI S'BPBT NW SUITE S60
WASHINGTON OC 20036

CHBIlYL L PAlUUNO
WISCOMSJN PUBUC SEllVICE CONMISSION
6WN WlDTNEY WAY
POBOX71S4
MADISON WI 53707-7854

EDWA1lD C MCGARR.
UOI UTILITIES INC
225 MORGANTOWN 1l0AD
POBOX 13009
:READINGPA 19612-3009

IlOBEIlT COHEN
ECONOMIC STllATEGY INSTITIJTE
1401 H STREETNW SUITE 750
WASHINGTON DC 20005

WALTEll HALFORD
BELLSOUTH COllPOllATION
1155 PEACHTREE STREET NE
SUITE 1100
ATLANTA GA 30309-2641



JOSEPH A XLEIN
BELL CONMUNlCA11ONS IlESEAllCH INC
445 SOUTH SnEET
WOIlUSTOWNNJ 07960

GAIlY L PHILlPS
AWBlUTBCH
1~1 H STI.EBT NW
WASHINGTON DC 20005

lUCHAllD W 0DGEllS
MAlUJN D AIU>
llANDALL E CAPE
PACIF1C 'I'ELESIS GllOUP
140 NEW MONTGOMEllY STREET
1lOOM 1517
SAN FRANCISCO CA 94105

JAMES II YOUNG
EDWAIU> D YOUNG ill
MICHAEL E GLOVER
BELL ATLANTIC COI\POllATION
1320 NOIlni COUllT HOUSE 1l0AD
ITIiFLOOll
AlLINGTON VA 22201

WJLI..IAN: F CATON
ACTING SECIlETAllY
FEDER.AL COIAtUNICATIONS COMM
1919 w: STllEBT NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

~CWHITEHOUSE

COUNSEL FOIl ASSOCIATION OF DnmcrOllY
PUBLlSHIDlS
THREE LAFAYE'liE CENTRE
1155 21ST STIlEET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20036-3384

MICHABL XDLLOGG
MAHLBVANS
SEANALBV
DLLOGGHUBEilHANSEN TODD i: BVANS PU£
1301XSTBEETNW
SUITE 100 WEST
WASHINGTON DC 20005

MARGARET B GAllBER.
PACIFIC TELESIS GROUP
1275 PENNSYLVANIA AVB NW
SUlTB400
WASHINGTON DC 20004

WlUlAM KENN'AIU>
GENEllAL COUNSEL
FEDER.AL COMMUNICATIONS COMM
1919 W SnumT NW
WASHINGTON OC 20554

JANET UNO
AnY GENEllAL OF THE US
US DEPT OF JUSTICE
10000aCONSTITUTION NW
WASHINGTON DC 20530



MilCIL\iL 1 SHOllnEYm
F.I.ONTIEll COItPOllATION
110 SOlJllI CLINTON AVENUE
llOCHESTEll NY 14646

HEUEllT E MAIlD
COUNSEL PO&. INDEPENDENT DATA
COMMUNICATIONS MANUFACTUllEllS ASSN
SQVI&E SANDEU A DEMPSEY
1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WASHINGTON IX: 20006

JOSEPH P MA1lKOSKI
COUNSEL FOIl INPOJlMATION TECHNOLOGY
ASSOCIATION OF AMElUCA
SQUIRE SANDBU • DEMPSEY
1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WA$HINGTON IX: 20044

FllANK W KROGH
Mel TE1..ECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
1101 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WA.SHINGTON IX: 20006

WILLIAM 1CELIO
MICHIGAN PUBUC SERVICE COMMISSION
6545MEIlC~ WAY
LANSING MI 41910

RUSSELL M BLAU
BlUC 1BI.ANPMAN
COUNSEL PO& GST TELECOM INC
SWJDLBllA .UI,IN CHAllTRllED
)OQO K S1'IlI!BT NW SUITE 300
WASHINGTON DC 20007-5116

DANIEL C DUNCAN
1NfOI\WATlON INDUSTllY ASSOCIATION
162' MASSACHUSETTS AVENUE NW
SUlTE700
WASHINGTON IX: 20036

CATHElUNE R SLONE
LDDS WOItLDCOM .
1120 CONNECTICUT AVENUE NW
SUITE <400
WASHINGTON IX: 20036

DAVID N PORTEll
MFS COMMUNICATIONS COMPANY INC
3000 K STllEET NW SUITE 300
WASHINGTON DC 20007

ElUCWlTIE
MISSOUlU PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION
POBOX360
JEFFEllSON CITY MO 65102



IlICIWlD J. METZGE1l
GBNBI.AL COUNSEL
ASSOCIATION POll LOCAL
TII..BCOMWVNICA11ONS SE1lVICES
l2GO 19TH STltEET NW
SUI1'E S60
WASHINGTON DC 20036

WALTEllH ALPoaD
WIl.J.JAW B BAl\FIELD
JIM 0 lLEWEUYN
BELLSOU1lI CoaPOIlATION
1155 PBA.CHTIlEB STREET NE
SUlTE 1100
ATLANTA GA 30309·2641

&ICHAIU) A:KARRE
USWESTINC
1020 19TH STREET NW
SUITE 100
WASHINGTON DC 20036

TEllESA MAUEllO
SENIOIl J.EGULATOIlY COUNSEL
TFJ..BPOllT COMMUNICATIONS GllOUP INC
ONE TFJ..BPOllT DIUVE
STATEN ISLAND NY 10311

FI.ANK D.OGH
MAllY L BROWN
MeI'l'E.LECOMMUNICATIONS CORPORATION
1101 PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE NW
WASHINGTON DC 20006

BlUAN CONBOY
SUE BLUNENFELD
WICHABL JONES
W1I;( .1:5 'AlUlA GALLAGHEll
AnoaNEYS FOIl TINE WAIlNEIl CABLE
THUB LAlAYEI IE CENT&E
1155 21ST S'l'lEET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20036

DAVID G PllOLIO
BELLSOUTH COaPOllATION
1133 21ST STlEETNW
WASHINGTON DC 20036

JAMESBOUN
MAlUC ROSENBLUM
LEONAIlD CALI
ATAT COD01lATION
295 NOIlni MAPLE AVENUE
1l00M 3247H3
BASKING IlDGE NJ 07920

LAUIlA H PHILLIPS
CHRISTINA H BUllllOW
W'.Bl\NEll IC. HAlUANBEIlGEll
DOW LOHNES" ALBEllTSON
ATTORN£YS FOIl COX COMMUNICATIONS INC
1200 NEW HAMPSHJ.RE AVENUE NW
SUITE 100
WASHINGTON DC 20036

JAMES H QUELLO
FEDBllAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1l00M102
1919 M STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20SS4



DEDEHUNDT
FIiDBAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
BOOMS'.
1919 M S'l'aEET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

llACHElLE B CHONG
FEDPAAL CONMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1OONS44
1919 W STIlEET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

JANICE W WYl.ES
FBDBllAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
llOOWS44
1919 M STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

CAllOL MATTEY
PEDEIlAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
lWOMS-M
1919 W STaEET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

DONALD STOCKDALE
FEDEIlAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
llOOMS44
1919 M STltEET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

SUSANPNESS
FEDPAAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1t.OOM1:J2
WASHINGTON DC 20554

UGINAM KEENEY
FEDPAAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
lOON,.
1919 M STIlEBT NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

A aICHAllD METZGEIl Jll
FBDBllAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
llooMS44
1919 M STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

MEUSSA WAKSMAN
FEDEIlAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
llOOM: S44
1919 M STREET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554

llADHlKA KARMARKAll
FBDEJ.AL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1l00MS44
1919 M STIlEET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20554



UCHAIU> K WELCH
:t'BD&AL COMNUNICATIONS COMMISSION
1OOWS44
1919 W STl.EET NW
WASHINGTON DC 20SS.

GAIlY L PHILLIPS
AMEaITECH
1401HSTJ.EETNW
SUITE 1020
WASHINGTON DC 20005

DAVID W CARPENTER
PETEJl D KEISLER
AT.TCOI\P
ONE FIRST NATIONAL PLAZA
cmcAGO n.. 60603

THOMAS K ClWWE
LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS K CROWE PC
EXCEL COMMUNICATIONS INC
2300 M ST.lEET NW
SUlTEIOO
WASHINGTON DC 20037

MICHAEL J SHOllTLEY m
FRONTlEll CORPORATION
110 SOUlli CLINTON AVENUE
ROCHESTER NY 14646

INTEINATIONAL T1lANSCRIPTION
SBllVICBS INC
SUITE 140
2100 N anumT NW
WASHINGTON DC 20037

PATJl(X S BEIDGE
PU8UC UJ'ILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALlPOIlNIA

505 VANNBSS AVB
SAN nANClSCO CA M102

DANNY E ADAMS
IC.ELLEY DRYE 4 WAllREN LLP
1200 19THSTREETNW
WASHINGTON OC 20036

LAWRENCE WKATZ
BEU.. An..ANTIC TELEPHONE
COMPANIES AND BELL An..ANTIC
CONMUNICATIONS INC
1320 NOIlTii COUilT HOUSE ROAD
EIGHTH FLOOR
ARLINGTON VA 22201

JONATHAN JACOB NADLER
SQUIRE SANDERS .t DEMPSEY
1201 PENNSYLVANlAAVENUENW
POBOX407
WASHINGTON DC 20004


